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BIBLE READING IN THE PUBLIC, SCHOOLS. 

LEGAL STATUS AND CURRENT PRACTICE. 


( on tf sts.— Introduction— state laws relating to Bihlo reading in the public schools: I#- Laws requiring 
Hible reading; 11. I »ws specifically permitting Bibio reading in tbo schools; III. States in which 
< I*il»!o reading in tho schools is permitted under general terms of tho law or by reason of its silonce 
on the subject; IV. Court decisions favorable to Bible reading in the schools; V. Court decisions 
adverse to Bible reading in the 'public schools; YJ. Othor States in which the stated reading of the 

Bible in tho public schools is not permitted or practiced- 


introducTion. 

* 

The material hero presented lias been brought together for publi- 
cation in response to a very considerable demand for information 
relative to the use of the Bible in the public schools. This demand 
bus boon evidenced in recent yeurs by many letters addressed to tho 
Bureau of Education and designed to ascertain what laws the several 
States have on the subject and what the practice is with respect to 
Bible reading in the schools of the country. Early in' 1922 the 
bureau prepared and sent to State departments of education a brief 
questionnaire which was intended to obtain the main items of infor- 
mation needed fo^ tins study. This questionnaire comprised six 

questions, as follows: ’ 

m 1 * 

1. Does the law of your State require Bible reading iu the public schools at stated 

times or for specified periods within tho school week? If so, refer to the law. 

2. Does thh law (constitutional or statutory) specifically permit Dime reading iu tho 

schools? ' If so, give reference. * • 

“S. If neither of the abovo is this ease, is Bible reading permitted under general 
terms of the law or by reason of its silence on the subject? , 

A. If it is not permitted to read the Bible in the schools, please refer to statute or 
const itutiodal provision which prohibit^ such reading. - < • 

5. In some States the Bible is excluded fronx4.be schools through recognized con- 
struction of tho constitution or statutes, as by supreme court decision or attorney 

general’s opinion. Is your State one of these? ■. If so, please cite such decision 

or opinion. t 

«. Outline briefly the practice with respect to Bible reading in the schools of your 

State. - V ' || 

4 ‘ • , * * <• 

The questionnaire was sent to all States ,except the'six whose laws 
unequivocally require stated reading of the Bible in the schools; and 
every* State department of Education filled and^retumed the blank 

3W71*— 88„ 
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• V ‘ • 

so sent, or othecwise answered the questions propounded. To the 
data thus obtained was added information derived from the' school 
laws of'the several States and from State constitutions and supreme 
court reports of cases involving the legality of Bible reading, and 
from these several sources the material embodied in this brief bulletin 
was compiled ami arranged. » 

,It should be readily apparent to the reader that the study here 
undertaken is given. the form of. a statement of facts only.' The writer 
makes no argument for or against the use of the Bible in the public 
schools; nor is any attempt made to prove the soundness- or fallacy 
qf any argument, or opinion quoted. To show the legal status of 
Bible reading ip, the schools of each State, however arrived at, and 
something* of "the practice under such law as exists,* whatever that 
practice may be, is the writer's objective. 

On examination of the detailed data it will bfe seen that fi States 
require that a portion of the Bible be read daily in their schools; 6 
other States specifically permit by law the reading of the Bible in 
the public schools; in' 19 States and the District of Columbia the 
law is silent on the subject, and under general terms of the law Bible 
’ readin S > s construed as permissible; in 5 States, whose laws other- 
wise contain no specific provision on the subject, the courts have 
rendered opinions favorable to Bible reading. In Michigan and 
California the matter is at present somewhat in doubt. The Michigan 
Supreme Court held, in a* particular case before it, that the reading 
of Bible stories emphasizing “moral precepts” was not unconstitu- 
tional, if the reader rhade no comment and pupils were permitted to . 
absent themselves, but the court went 'no further in some" other 
aspects of the matter. A case involving Bible reading in the schools 
js at present pending in the Supreme Court of California. Massa- 
chusetts has both a statute requiring Bible reading and a favorable 
court declsion t , * 

There remain 10 States, and in these it is not permissible to read 
the Bible at, stated times in the public spools. Of these States 3 
have supremo court decisions adverse to such reading, and in the 
remaining 7 ah opinion of the State superintendent of public -instruc- 
tion, attorney general, or other authoritative construction has barred 
Bible from the schools. The accompanying tabular statement 
lows in -brief space the States which require, pernqit, or prohibit the* • 
ui f^the Bible in their respective schools. ‘ ' . . . ' " ' 

‘ / ' »• * 
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SUMMARY TABLE SHOWING PROVISIONS OP STATE LAWS RELATING 
TO BIBLE READING IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS. . 
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See column 2. 

Generally read, 

Local board decides. 
In some schools. 
At.opening exercises. 

in most school. 

See column 2. 


In some schools. 

Da 

At opening exercises. 
'•Common practice." 

Widely read. * 
Custom to read. -r 

See column 2. 0 

“At opening exer- 
das*.’ 

Generally re*d. # * 
•Bible stona<u*ad. 
Usually not read. 

-In some schools. 

• 

Commonly read. 

Seo column 2. * 

Little attention toft. 

In New York City. 
Usually read. 

QenecaUy read* 

Local board decides, 

Da 

Generally not read. 

See column 2. 

At leacbor'3 option. * 
Generally read. 

In some schools. 

See column 2. 

In some schools. 

At teacher s option. 
Generally read.. 4 
In some schools. 
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1 Ktata board of education has ruled that religious Instruction can not be given during school hours a 
1 By court of appeal. Case now pending (Jan.. 1923) In State supreme court. 

. Constltutlpnr(^rt. IX Ac, 6) prohibits teaching “sectarian or religious teueta or doctriiMB." 

' There is question whether the Bible may 1 be read . * Court decision favorable to read! ng Bible stories. 

6 Heading must be without comment. « f ; 

•In New York City by city charUjf. y 

7 State commissioner of education has ruled adCerstely to Bible reading in sobool hours. . 

• Supremo court decision adverse to “stated reading of Bible. " . - * A 1 

9 Constitution prohibits “sectarian instruction" or requiring attendance upon any " teutons service," 

4 . ' X; t 

The laws of the six States which Require that the Bible .he used in 
the public sohools are alike in that daily readings, are prescribed, but 
in some other phases there is want of likeness. Alabama requires 

»• , r < ^ / * \ I 
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readings from the Holy Bible’ 1 ; Georgia prescribes “the Bible 
including the Old and' the New Testament”; Massachusetts, “a 
portion of the Bible”; the new Jersey law, “at least 5 verses from 
that portion of the Holy Bible known as the Old Testament ”; Penn- 
sylvania requires “at least 10 verses from the Holy Bible”; and the 
Tennessee law uses the same language as that of Pennsylvuhia. In 
New Jersey, Pennsyfvania, and Tennessee reading must be’*' without 
comment,” and in Massachusetts, “without written note or oral 
comment.” In Georgia, Massachusetts, and Tennessee any pupil 
may be excusedfrom the Bible-reading exercises upon written request 
of his parents or gpurdian. 

The laws of the six States which specifically permit the use of the 
Bible in the schools would seem to indicate the intent of tfuylegisln- 
tures to safeguard the Bible against exclusion from the schools under 
construction placed upon laws relating to religious or sectarian instruc- 
tion. For example, the North Dakota act declares “The Bible shall 
not be deemed a sectarian hook. It* shall not be excluded from uny 
public school." . J 

The largest group of States, under the classification made in this 
study, comprises those which have no written law on Bible reading 
in the schools, but in which such reading is permissible by rekson of 
the law s silence on the subject or by general consent* of tlfti people. 

. In these States Ihe matter is generally at the discretion of the local 
sohool authorities. Clbsely related to this group is the group of five 
Stated whoso con^itutions and -statutes are silent on Bible reading 
as such, but whose courts have rendered favorable decisions. *In 
Ohio, for example, the supremo court held that the courts could not 
by injunction prevent a local school board from requiring that the 
•’ Bible be read as a part of the opening exercises o(. the school. An 
opinion of the attorney generul of Montana would permit Bible 
reading in the schools if no accompanying comihent is made. . 
Where a State constitution or statute prohibits “religion,” “re-- 
> ligious instruction,” or “religious exercises” in the public schools, 
it would seem that the Bible is generally understood to be excluded, 
particularly if its use is to be made a part of the morning exercises or 
other .observance in which thef religious element is prominent. 
Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming constitute a group of States in which 
Bible reading in the schools is not permitted for this reason. On the 
other hand, if the aim in the use of the Scrip tiycs is purely instruc- 
tional, apart from any religious aim, as when dxcerpts are used for 
literary study, such a use .is ip some jurisdictions permitted. 7 In the 
Wisconsin court decision, quoted further on* in this bulletin, it was held 
that such portions of the Bible as are not. “sectarian” in character 
may be used in “secular instruction”. and “ to inculcate good morals.” 

It is around the word * sectarian” /that the sharpest controversy ■ > 
has been waged. Various States have constitutional on statutory 
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provisions intended to prevent sectarian instruction and the use of 
sectarian books in the public schools, and primarily it is at sectarian- 
ism that these laws are aimed; but out of this has arisen the question 
whether a particular version of the Bible — as, Tor example, the B^ing 
James translation— is excluded by this class of legal provision. As 
yet this question remains unsettled. Of three State supreme court 
decisions bearing directly on the definition of the word, one held the - 
Bible a sectarian book and two declnredrthe opposite opinion. The 
former was Illinois and the latter Kentucky ami Texas. A Nebraska 
decision inclines to the view that the Bible in itself is not excluded by 
that State's constitution, but that, in the hands of a "sectarian 
propagandist,” its use may become illegal. A court of .appeal in 
California has held the Bible to be a sectarian book. 

With respect to current practice in the uso of the Bible in the 
schools, data at hand are not so complete as for the legal status of ' 
Bible reading, but from the returns received from State departments 
of education considerable information on this phase of tho subject 
was obtained. It may be assumed that in the ti States having 
mandatory law's, Bible reading in the schools is general and that 
the practice varies in the. 30 States where it is permissible, specifically 
or impliedly, to read the Bible. In the last column of the table given 
on a preceding page some noteworthy data on current practice are 
presented. 

Plans of allowing credit toward graduation from high school for 
approved Bible study are in operation in several States. This is 
somewhat aside from the question of tho legal status of the Bible 
in tho schools, but it would seem to constitute an effort to induce 
school pupils to. acquire knowledge of biblical literaturo and history. 
The Indiana plan, which .has the approval of the State department 
of education, contemplates the taking of work according to an 
official syllabus in Sunday schools, Young Men ’ff Christian Association 
classes, or in other approved wavs^nd the accrediting of this Work 
for npt exceeding'4wo high-school units. In Iowa credit of one-half 
to one unit is allowed, and here also the plan has the approval of 
tho State department. The work in Iowa may be done (1) in denomi- 
national groups by pastors, (2) in general groups by persons “ trusted 
to rise above sectarian Hi as,” (3) in colleges or secondary schools 
which offer courses in Bible study, or (4) in courses in English classics. 

In Michigan and Missouri similar plans have been worked out. • * 

Of the Oregon plan State Supt. J. A. Churchill writes: 

_ This department issues a suggested course in Bible study which is used extensively 
throughout the State by Sunday schools and other organizations. Twice each year 
tho department gives an examination on Bible study, and those who pass the exami- 
nation may secure credit in their regular high-school course. 

In Virginia kn "official syllabus of Bible study for high-school 
pupils 4 ’ is issued by the State board of education ; this comprises three 



6 


THE BIBLE IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


courses, two on the Old and one on the New Testament. These- are 
designed for use bv Sunday-school teachers and others, and credits 
are allowed on satisfactory examinations as for other high-school 
electives. In some other States as Colorado and North Dakota, 
somo schools have plans of accrediting Bible study. 

STATE LAWS RELATING TO BIBLE READING IN THE PUBLIC 

SCHOOLS. 

I. Laws Requiring Bible Reading. 

Alabama.— Ho it enacted, pic.: Sec. 1. That all school? in this State that fire sup- 
ported in whole or in part by public funds bo and the same an* hereby required to . 
have once even- Rchool day reading* from the Holy Bible. 

Skc. 2. That teachers in making monthly reporta shall show on tho same that 
they have complied with this act, anil superintendents of city schools in drawing 
public funds shall cortify that each teacher under their supervision lias complied 
with this act, 

Sec. 3. That schools in the f^tato subject to the provisions of this act shall not be 
allowed to draw public fund? unless the provisions of this act are complied with, ,and 
the State superintendent of education is charged with t bo enforcement of the provisions 
hereof. (School Code, 1919, r p. 148. 

Qtorgia .— Be it enac ted, etc.: SeC. 1. • • * Provided, however, that the Bible, 
including the Old and New Testament, shall be read in all the schools of this State 
receiving State funds and that not loss than one rhapfer shall be read at same appro- ^ 
priate time during each school day. Upon the parent or guardian of any -pupil filing 
with the teacherjn charge of. said pupil in the public schools of this State a written 
statement requesting that said pupil' be excused from hearing the said Bible read as 
required under thjs act, such teacher shall permit such pupil no withdraw while the 
reading of the Bible as required under this act is in progress. Such request in writing 
shall be sufficient to cover the entire * hool year in which said roquet is filed. 

Oeorgia tout, 1921, p, 157. 

Massachusetts. — S^c, 31. A portion of tho Bible shall bo read daily in the public -# 
schools, without written note or oral comment; but a pupi.l whose parent nr guardian 
informs the teacher in writing that ho has conscientious scruples against it ifhall not 
be required to read from any particular version, or to take any personal part in the 
reading. The school committee shall not purchase or use in the public schools school- 
books favoring the tenets of any particular religious sect. 

Oencral Laus Relating to Education, 1921, p. .18. 

AVtc Jersey. — Sec. 162. No religious service or exercise, except tho reading of the 
Bible and tho repeating of-the Lord's Prayer, Bhall he held in any school receiving any 
portion of tho moneys appropriated for the Bupport of public- schools. 

Sec. 163.- In each public-school classroom in the State, and in the prep-mce of the 
scholars therein assembled, at least five verses froin that portion of the Holy Bible 
known as tho Old Testament shall be read, or caused to be read, without comment, 
at the opening of such school, upon each and every school day, by the teacher in charge 
thereof; provided, that whenever there is a -general assemblage of school classes at 
tho opening of, such school day, then instead of such classrooin leading the principal 
or teacher in charge of such assemblage shall read at least five verses from B&id portion 
of the Ho|xBible, or cause same to be read, in the presence of the assembled scholars, 
as herci*n^ed. - ' ' School Law, 1921, p. 83 

Ptnntyii^Ks.— Sec. 3901 . -That at least 10 verses from the Holy BiblelBhall be read 
or caused to be read, without comment, at the opening of each and every public 
and every school day by the teacher in charge: Provided, That 
■ ' . ' ■ 
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' • 1^^ Tha< lf , any "'^■toa.'hor duty it shall Is- to read the llolv 

of tl, t same bofottythe governing board of therehool district. bo di* harged. V ' 

r TT ^ : . L That at least ,0 von,, f rom , ht , 

' mlT 1°K U T 1 ' ' nth ° Ut '' imawnt - ■» »»>,. openi.i* of each and even public „ |L| 

, tlitl when, any uwrhro liu other Uwchom „,„|,. r «„l.j,v (TtV. t ...i, ' 1 1 

22rz^T ‘"' h '' r,,y ,ha " ^ U — ■ .. . X Zl! ; 

* **• That if'&nv H'hoot'U^u hur wIioni* liiitv* k > . ,, * 

rs ; h *"; *v*~ *«*« •» «.. * f.ii ure . „b) J;,:;- 

saint before tho governing boatd 0 f ,j lo g.-hool, be discharged 

4^-2^ “ y "• ■*« 

/ UMu' .School jAtfCt, W;o, p. 151. 

. It, Laws Specifically 'Permitting Bible Reading in the Schools. 

■“““ -'»• The Bible .lull *t be exclude Ire.,, ,he public el, eel, „f ,|,„Sb.t. 

. Tb. Jzrz: 

* - ?,•?; 

, o' A-.nue.-Bre. MS. No nvurion or nrligioo- £ ££ "• V, 

n any of tho public schools of the city; but nothin* in this section shall bo construed 
to prohibit tho reading of tho Holy Scriptures. <•<»», struct! 

Skc. 21 I I. Xo so, lyian doctrine shall bo taught or inculcated in anv of tho public , 
^hoolaef theaty; burthe Hply Scriptures, without ho, cor eontnj. 

• tA1W4 Mating In the (\mmon School^ 19*0, pn. H\ r;m / ;o 

abT; , l 0/ V^- ,m Th ° Hibl ° flhan rt0t **> ^metl a ^tirianCk U 
shall not lie excluded from any public school. It may at tho option of the teacher’ 

nunTahkll | Tit “ "V™** comment - not <*> «^,hh 1 10 minutes dailv. Xo 
thell.f " "TI? U, . r T l UOrU>be pre80nt in th « ^boolmom during tho reading . 
in ch^r ^ 09 ° f h “ P * reQta ° r R,,4rdian ° r ^ »’ owon having him 

.Vi, . Genera! School l. an $. 1919 o »/■# 

0 n/iom/i.-SKc. 329. No ow tarian or religious doctrine shall be Uu R ht Tr iucul- 
ca,e<l in^any of the public schools of this State; but nothing in this section shall be 
construed to prohibit the reading of the Holy S^riptun, * ‘ 

.W* Mw.,_ s a .. 7659. No wuri , n bo^ht oj ireutaud 'll, 

ti ff ‘ r aC *‘° 0L ’ ° f th<> ~ S1 * U; ' b “ Uhe Bibl0 ' ^*«UAu. comme,,V, may 
' . School Lam , 1921, p. 94. - 

• Construing this statute, the Supreme Court of Iowa said* “It tn a m .| M .# , 77 . r , " . 

fSardian: and said •section Is not In c«flict with article 1, secUqn 3, ot the coostltiitioo ” 

b-.. ^ . c«ir. 17^ 
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STATE LA W$ RELATING TO BIBLE RKA^NG. 

> * • 

HI. States in Which Bible Reading in the Schools is Peft^tted updcr 
(General Terms of the Law ov by Reason of its SilenXon the . 
Subject — ■ 

In ihe questionnaire sent to State .departments of edurattuhw 
one question asked was: “Is Bible reading permitted under general X 
terms of the law', or by reason of its silence on t,lu» subject ' ’ t Ac- 
cording to returns receiveil, the following StatVs belong in (his group, ' 


luit in several roses 

reading must be 

without roumienti 

Arkanb*. 

Miftn*»ippi 

Rhode Inland 

<..|.irutl*v 

MieSRouri 

South ('aroliim. 


Montana. 

TUih 

Is l.twjn* 

Now Jlani|*hirv 

Vermont ; J 

IhMrit l of Odumhia. 

Now Mexico 

Virginia 

Florida. 

North r orolina 

Went Virginia 

Maryland. 

, Oregon 

> 

i 


IV. Court Decisions Favorable to Bible Reading in the Schools. 

> # 

k't ut tidy. —We ln'lieve the reaaon aiul weight of the authorities sup)iort the view 
that the king James translation of the liable is mtt a*"a»*ctarian” IhhiI. within the 
meaning of the Kentucky nutate#. lection f.U>8. which provide* that • no book* or 
otlier publications of a sectarian, inlidel, or immoral character tdi&ll We um*i or dia- 
trihub'd in any common school; uorshajl any sectarian, infidel, nr immoral doctrine 
lie taught therein, " and when mid merely by reading in the common » hoots, without 
note or comment by teachers, is not sis turian instruction;. nor does such us<> of the 
Bibb* make the Hrhoolhmisc a house of religioMS worship 

The Bible is not a sec tarian book. 

Hurl. < ft v. Hrooienlh (irwltd Srh. I JO A*i /..-Rift. 

1/mV -With the sujierintendin" school comniitteo the h*gielaiurc has rv|>osed 
tlie (lower of directing the general course of instruction and .xvhat InH.ks stiall be used 
in tlie school*; and they may rightfully enforce obedience to all the regulations by 
them inode, within the sphere of their authority 

A requirement by the superintendi rig school committee that the Protestant version 
of the Hiblo be read in the public schools of their town, by tin* scholar* who are able 
to read, is in violation ol no constitutional provision, ’and is binding upon all tho 
members of the schools, although eoni|»o8cd of divers religious sects. 

• i bonohue f. RiehanU ti »!., ./.< Me., .i79. 

Mtwach (pcf/ji . —The school committee of a town may lawfully p®« an order that 
’the schools thereof shall be opened each morning with reading from the Bible and 
prayer, and that during the prayer each scholar shall bpw tho head, unless his parents 
request that lie shall be excused from doing so; and may lawfully exclude from the. 
school a scholar who refuses to comply with such order,- and whose parents refuse U> 
request that he shall be excused from doing so-* " , 

Spiller i>. Woburn, & Allen ( Mast.), 12 7. 

'Michigan , — Tho use in tlie public schools, for 15 minutes at tlie close of each day’s 
session, as a supplemental textbook on reading, of a book entitled “Readings from 
tlie Bible,” which is largely made up of extracts from tho Bible emphasizing tho 
mural precepts of the Ten Commandments, where tho teacher is forbidden to make 


• la a Vermont cose, which has been widely cited In cases involving religious rights, it was held that a 
pupil may be excluded from school for absence without leave, though such -absence was lor a religious 
purpose and Ui compliance with the parents' wishes. Sft Kcrritff r. Tyler , fit If. fg. 

« This opinion was handed down in 1H86. Seepage S tor present Maws a cli u se UseUtute requiring Bible 
reading hi tlie public schools. • ■ *. < 4 
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matter therein contained, and is retired to excuse from 
th»t part of the eessidn any pupil upon application of his parent or guardian is not 
in violatiomof the State constitution/ (Art. 4, secs. 39, 40, 41.) ’ * 

Nfhrnal-n ti i ^ Pfeiffer v. Board of Education o/Dulritl, 1(8 Mirh, am. 

. . T^ ~ The ,aw drteB not forbld the use of the Bible in the public « bools. 

The point where the courts may rightfully interfere to parent Ore use of the Bible 

iT 18 r ,<?piti “ a,e ,,so hfls degenerated into abuse, where a tea her 
employed to give secular instruction has vioUtod the constitution bv * 

sectarian propagandist. . ‘ mx-oming a 

Whether^ is prudent or politic to permit Bible reading in the public schools is a 

rak^nT ^ t,,0 / rhod mitWies, but whether the practice of Bible reading has 
taken the form of eej-tanau instruction is a question for the courts to determine upon 
evidence. Every alleged violation must be established by competent proof/ * 

' , Slo(<: eT rel ■ Freeman v. Se)teve r et al . , 65 A’ebr H77 

U/uo -The court can not by injunction prevent the board of education from adopting 

JSZSST tho Biblo « . part of the cm-to • 

°f educati<m to determine what instruction shall be given and 

P " bliC K ' 1 ' 001 ’- I Ohio AT r 140. 

Tan *.- The holding of Corning exercises in the pubjic fthools, consisting of the 

y t,e fe^'her without comment of nonsectarian extracts from tho Bible 
King James version, and repeating tho Lord's Prayer and the singing of appropriate 

. b,, ‘ not , 
The holding of such exercises does not convert tho**Col into a place of worship. 

. ' Church et al. v. Bullock et al., 109 S. W. 115. 

- • 

V. Court Decisions Adverse to Bible Reading in the Public Schools. 

doS"^ k x a b °dy of people believing in 'the same religious 

r\ &Uy ^ Which P^^^tee such doctrines in whole or in partTn ' 
lKK>k of a - sectarian character- There can btrno doubt that the legislature wien 
t enacted the code soctions, used tho term '‘publication of a sectarian partisan or 
denominational character ’’ as referring to "any work devoted to or promoUve of the 
tenets and doctrines obany religious deuomination. The King James version of the 
Bible is a translation made under tho direction of King Jinnee of England in 1G04-16U 
It has been accept ed and followed by Protestants as the authorized translation 

zxstttttjszs? - - «-• - ~ ~ as 

tartan purpose,. ' ' ** beqUe8t oi ^ Property to'be used for sec- 

or avaUabje school fund to^ ao^otlMr p7r^lZw' l I^nh!» tl11 * “ X PWt ° f ‘ he I H ' nn * Mnt 
Ip such manner as may be provided bylaw. ^ Kholaatlo population and applied 
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Though Protestanisin may not he a sect in the strict interpretation of the lenn, the 
Protestant Bible contains the precepts of many of the Protestant denominations, and. 
•‘denomination’’ is merely another term for “sect.” Controversies have waged for 
centuries over the authenticity of the various translations of the Bible, each Beet 
insisting that its version i\tbo only truly inspired book. As a rqpult o(, this contro- 
versy, men fail-to consider any Bible for its literary or historical value, J>ut bar all 
from the schofjB for fear that their children might absorb some doctrine adverse to the 
teaching of their own, denomination, The King James Bible having been adopted by 
* Protestants as their book, it*is objectionable to those who do not f611ow that faith. 
(2) It iB thus a book of a sectarian or denominational character within the meaning of 

the Political Cbde. 8 ' 

Emu v. Selma Union I$gh School District, etc., California Appellate Deruiotu, 

Nil)'. 8, 1922, p. 874. (Pint Appellate District. Derision, Oct. 31 '-1922.) 

Note. — It will be observed that this is not an opinion of the Supreme Court of 
California, but of one of thq courts of appeal In a letter of January in, lJ~3, 

II Grant Taylor, olerk of the supreme court, writes that the latter court has grunted a 
hearing in the case, and that this court's opinion will bp rendered in due course. The 
rase iB therefore pending at thiB time (January 25, 1923) in the highest court of the 
j State. .. * * 

Illinois— (l) Free enjoyment of religious worship includes freedom not to worship. 
Section 3 of article 2 of .the constitution, guaranteeing 'Jtho free exercise and enjoy- 
ment of religious profession and worship, without ‘ discrimination,” includes freedom 
from being compelled to join in any religious worship. 

Children attending public school can not ho compelled to join in religious 
worship. The reading of the Bib(e in the public schools, the singing of hymns and 
the repeating of ijio Lord s Prayer in concert, during which time the pupils are required 
to rise, bow their beads and fold their hands, -constitutes worship within the meaning 
of the constitution, and pupils can not be compelled to join thereyn against their own 

. or their parents’ wishes. „ ' J _ • 

(3) The c<jpstttytion forbids giving sectarian instruction in public schools. The 
provision of section 3 of article 8 of Ihe pongfltution forbidding the use of public-achool 
funds in aid of any sectarian purpose iB a prohibition of tho giving of sectarian instruc- 
tion in the public schools. , * 

( t) Reading of 'the Bibje in the public schools constitutes sectarian instruction. 
The reading of tho Bible in public schools constitutes the giving of sectarian instate. 

t ion within the moaning of section 3 of article 8 of the constitution.* ( 

People ex. rrl Ring et al. v. Board of Education, 245 III. 334. 


O 

ERIC 


Tnlilorala Political Code, sec. K&7, subdlv. 3. Boards of school tijstere and city boards of educaUoo 
shall hovo power , am! It shall be thoieduty: ♦ • • Thlrd-to excise from school and school libraries all 
books, publications, or papers of a sectarian, partisan, or denominational character. 

SVc IG72 No publication of a sectarian , partisan, or denominational character must be used or distributed 
in any ihool, or be made a part of any school library , nor must any sectarian or denominational doctrine 
be taught therein. Any school district, town, or city, the offleera of which knowingly allow any schools 
to I* taught in violation ol these provisions, forfeits all right to any 8tato or county apportionment ofschool 
moneys; and upon satisfactory evidence of such violation, the superintendent of public Instruction and 
school superintendent must withhold both State and county apportionments. 

• Illinois Constitution, Art. II, sec. 3. The free exercise and enjoyment of religions profession and worship 
without discrimination shall forever be guaranteed; and no person shall be denied any civil or politic^ 
right, privilege, or capacity on account Of hlsrollglous opinions; but thejlberty of conscience h«el^ secured 
shall not be construed to dispense with oaths or affirmations, exms caetsof llcentloureeM.wJ^lfyp^ . 
tlces InconsUtcilLjgJth the peace or safety of the State No plrsJb shall be required to attend- or riri wh 
any ministry or^vof worship against his consent* nor shall any preference be given by law to any religious 

^rtVIlTw^ ™ < Nrither the general assembly nor any county, dty, town, township, s^ool district, «■ 
otbqr public corporation shaU ever make any appropriation, or pay from any public fuiul I whatever, «oy- 
‘ thing In aid of any church or sectarian purpose, or to help aupport or sustain any achool, acadmny , seminary, 
ooDege, unlvoralty, or other literary or scientific Institution, controlled by any tfurch 
nation whatever: nor shall any grant or donation of land, money, or other persona) property ever be made 
by tho State or any such public oorpocitioo to eny church or for any sectarian purpocs. 
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,^fT-, Th °; ,>natlt,lti0n ° f thG S,ato of Louisiana pifnides that every person 
that t!n na f m n?ht , 1 ^ 1 W0,8h,p 0od aooT,rdin e to the dictates of his conscicncr a nd 
hulh T- ^ giV ° n te ' ° r anv Origination made SS any 

mbl \ inH '' di "? *> 0“ ■* New Testament, in ,l,„ „ i„ 

against Jcwi.™ crf ' n '' 0 8ueD to Christians, amj a discrimination made 

■, T1 . . MnldHkl. IK Parish Board, etc., I.fo La. lOSI 

^Z :\Z "r ° L any W " non of the WWe a textbook in the public sch^ls 
and the Btated reading thereof in such schools by tho teachers without restriction’ 

ideiS l"thin°^ Pa,U<Hl - by r r0mniCUt ’ 1,afl “ a tendency to incub ate sectarian 
ideas within the mcamngtof sec. 8, rh. 25.1, laws of 188:1, and is “sectarian insfruc • 
bon,” within the meaning of see. 3, Art.. X, Const 

eon^L tb00 * kH aK° UI ) dcd up ° n the fundamental teachings of the Bible, or which 
Contain extracts therefrom , and such portions of the Bible as are not sectarian, may be 

* ^ h f ! ( C r! o r 1UH 1 ,r ' K ' ,lon of the P"P ilB aa<* inculcate good morals 

The fact that the children of the petitioners are at liberty to withdraw from the 
sch^m driruig the muling of tho Bible does not remove tke gmund 
The stated reading of the Bible as a textbook in the public schools mav be “woilhip ” 

Xe mZlTofTltAa MW, ^ “ mC “ f 

Such reading being religious instruction, the money drawn from the State treasury 
far the support o a school in which the Bible is so read* is for the benefit n a “re S 
seminary,” within the meaning of said section." , M 

Stauexrcl. Weiss ft al. v. Board. of School District ^ Edgerton, 76, II7a 

VI other SWes in Which the Stated Reading of the Bible in the 
Public Schools is not Permitted or Practiced. 

. fr^ na ,7 The ‘ Statc ^tution (Art. XI, sec. 7) proldbita sectarian instruction 
mthe public schools, and the school laws » make it unlawful far anv p„blb‘-scLl 
teacher to uso any sectarian or denominational books, or teach any sectarian do. trine 
0t Z D T! Tm exerriw ‘ 8 in ,,ia whool." The State boari of education ),» 

^^tr. H,,OU,d BOt bG giVen ^ "“*« at ■*- ^«ring 

Idaho — So religious tost or qualification shall ever bo required of anv person as 
a condition of admission into any public educational institution of the State, either 

“ ^^dtoXnd nti a °H n ° ° r BtUdent 0f any 8uth inflti *ufion shall over 

req attend or participate in any, religious service whatevor No sectarian 

or religious tenets or doctrines shall ever be taufeht in the public schools.” 

u . . „ Idaho Constitution, Art. IX. ter 6 

A^ r to.- he State institution prohibits the use of public moneys or property 

SrUco Ti l W Ti" "" di “ im ' "w* Joi-lrine., erred,, er teneu, ef any 

part lar C hristian or oth er religious sect are promulgated or taught” and guarantee 

'”“‘'1 —■* prowldto* *. Blbl. • 
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freedom of conscience in religious mattere. These constitutional provisions have 
•ieen interpreted by the attorney general of the State as prohibiting (1) the opening 
of public schools with a recital of the Lord’s Prayer, (2) the use of the Bible in the 
public schools, (3) religious instruction in public schools, (4) the use of schoolhousee 
for religious sm-iccs, and (5) wearing the garb of a religious body by public-school 
teachers while teaching. 

Nevada. — The State superintendent .of public instruction reports that no Bible 
reading, except study of references in literature, is allowed in the public schools. The 
Nevada constitution provides that any district which allows ‘‘instruction of a secta- 
rian character” in its Bchool nwy bo deprived of its proportion of the interest of the 
public-school fund, and this has been construed as excluding Biblo reading. 

New York . — In a decision rendered June 5, 1872, Abram B. Weaver, State super- 
intendent of public instruction, said: “Thbre is no authority in the law to use, asa 
matter of right, any portion of the regular ^school hours ki^onducting-any religious 
exercise, at which the attendance of the scholars is made compulsory. On the other 
hand, there is nothing to prevent the reading of the Scriptures or the pejforinance of 
other religious exercises by the teacher in the presence of such of the scholars as may 
attend voluntarily, or by the direction .of their parents or guardians, if it be 'done 
before the hour fixed for tho opening of the school or after the'dismissal-of the school.’* 
On May 27, 1884, State Supt. W. B. Rugglea rendered a decision of like nature. 

Section 1151 of the charter of New York City permits Bible reading in the 'public 
schools of thit.city. 

Washington . — “No public money or property shall be appropriated for or applied 
to any. religious worship, exercise, or instruction, or support of any religious estab- 
lishment.” * Constitution, Art. I, sec. 11. 

The attorney general has Tenderer! an opinion holding the stated reading of the 
Bible to be a “religious exercise” within the meaning of this section of the constitution. 

Attorney General's Opinions, 1891-92 , p. 142. 

Wyoming . — ‘^No sectarian instruction, qualifications, or testa shaft be imposed, 
exacted, applied, or in any manner tolerated in the schools of any grade or 
character controlled by the State, nor shall attendance be required at any religious 
service therein, nor shall any sectarian tenets or doctrines be taught or favored in any 
public schdol or institution that may be established under this constitution.” 

Constitution, Art. VII, sec. 12. 

, The State superintendent of public instruction' reports that Bible reading is not 
permitted in the public schools gnd cites this section of the State constitution. 
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